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Executive Summary

The following report represents the results of an analysis of
data collected relating to the 20 largest lending institutions
that conducted the largest volume of mortgage lending
business within the boundaries of the City of Lansing,
Michigan from 1993 to 1996. The purpose of this study was
to explore possible patterns and prevalence of racial and
gender disparities in home mortgage lending.

Those loans examined included conventional and government
supported loans, as well as home equity loans for single
family, owner-occupied dwellings. Excluded were home
improvement loans and multi-family dwellings.

The institutions examined accepted 15,008 applications for
both conventional and government home mortgages between
1993 and 1996 and originated 12,055 loans over this period.
The total loan application involved approximately 654 million
dollars and resulted in approximately 567 million dollars in
awarded loans for the same period. The average loan was
$47,000 and the overall approval rate for the 20 banks
examined was 80.3 percent..




»- The institutions examined accepted 15,008 loan
applications from 1993 to 1996 and originated 12,055
loans over this period.

»- Under the category '"White', 11,675 loan applications
were submitted of which 9,704 or 83% of the applicants
received loans. Of the original total loan amount
requested by this group (531.5 million), 486.1 million or
91% of the total amount requested was approved.

¥ Under the ethnic category '"Black'', 1,654 loan
applications were submitted of which 1,177 or 71% of
the applicants received loans. Of the original total loan
amount requested by this group (65.4 million), 50.4
million or 77% of the total amount requested was
approved. |

»- Under the ethnic category "Hispanic'', 624 applications
were submitted of which 448 or 72% of the applicants
received loans. Of the original total loan amount
requested by this group (21.2 million), 16.7 million or
79% of the total amount requested was approved.
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Points of Clarification

» Original plans were to examine the years 1993 through 1997.
However, complete data on a per-bank basis for 1997 is not yet
available. Therefore, four years of data were compiled
(1993-1996), stipulating the exclusion of incomplete data in its
collection.

»- Data according to zip code is included, along with a map. No
analysis was done of this information, in that zip code areas do
not adhere to city limits. However, there is value in viewing
data on this basis.

¥ Among the 20 institutions listed, there will appear to be
duplications in the inclusion of both Comerica Bank and
Comerica Mortage Corp, and both Old Kent Bank and Old
Kent Mortgage Corporation. These are separate entities for
purposes of this study, in that the corporations originate
mortgages, and the banks process equity loans.

¥ Included with the narrative of this report are some results of a
study by ACORN, based on 1995-1997 data gathered
nationwide, that gives an overview nationally of mortgage
lending activity. This is information that is available on a
broad basis by city, but that is not yet obtainable on a by-bank
basis



Look For:

Unusually high minority rejection levels

A. among underserved groups
1. refusal to make small loans (under $30,000)

Very low minority rejection rates

A. possible illegal pre-screening,
leading to a low successful applicant rate

Application rates below average
A. community perception of non-service

B. failure of marketing outreach
C. lack of attractive loan products

Market Share

A. higher loan rate in white areas
B. very low loan rate in ethnic neighborhoods

Application withdrawals

A. time frame for loan processing
1. for white applicants
2. for ethnmic or female applicants
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Disparate Impact and Fair Lending

»>Many lenders have shifted from leaving discretion to loan officers, to
using such approaches as "credit scoring”, a method of weighting
pre-identified factors. Using this and other standardized methods has
resulted in increased denial rates. For instance, the African American
denial rate nationwide, 34% in 1993, was 53% in 1997. Such practices
can be claimed to be "facially neutral” when legally challenged.

» Some banks set a minimum amount they will lend for mortgages, such
as $30,000. Such a standard effectively eliminates low income
applicants.

»When an application is indicated as " withdrawn", it is possible there
was a delay in closing the loan until a deadline such as availability of a
house had passed. This could be caused by asking for more and more
corroborating information, beyond what was originally requested. These
loans are not, therefore, labeled "denied".

»Marketing can be done in a way that it reaches only certain groups,
such as targeted mailings or advertising only in mainstream
publications.



1998 HUD Initiative

President Clinton on November 25, 1998 announced $11.5 million in
HUD grants to help non-profit groups in 42 cities "crack down" on all
types of housing discrimination.

Although Lansing is not among Michigan communities chosen for this
initiative, it will be valuable for Lansing officials to be aware of the
impact on Detroit and Kalamazoo, Michigan's two "target cities".

Private, non-profit housing groups will get grants to investigate
allegations of housing discrimination, educate the public and the
housing industry about housing discrimination laws, and work to
promote fair housing.



RECENT SETTLEMENTS:

HUD has recently negotiated settlements against two housing corporations that are
precedent-setting in their size and scope.

Most recently, on January 18, President Clinton announced a $6.5 billion
settlement with Columbia National Mortgage Company involving lending to
minority and low-income families. The Maryland-based lender will make $6
billion in home mortgage loans to minority and low-to-moderate income families in
28 states, and also spend $529 millions on programs designed to increase
homeownership among minority and poor families.

HUD negotiated the second-largest lending institution settlement, $2.1 billion, with
AccuBanc Mortgage, announced in April 1998.

To quote Secretary Cuomo, "It's the 90's style of discrimination. It's discrimination
with a smile. It's the banker who says, 'Sorry, you don't qualify for the loan.! But
the banker never looked at the number box, he only looked at the color box."



CREDITS:

The following sources are credited in compilation of this report:

I. "ACORN" - Association of Community Organizations for Reform Now
. "FFIEC" - Federal Financial Institutions Examination Council

III. Federal Reserve Bank

IV. "OMB Watch" - Office of Management and Budget Watch

B V. "RTKNET" - Right to Know Network
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Recommendations

Originate a testing program for all lenders in the study whose activities indicate
disparate treatment of applicants, based on City of Lansing demographics. Matched pair
testing can identify banks who screen minority and lower income borrowers out of their
lending business.

Incentive to improve performance could be prompted by a decision to deposit public
funds in institutions with the best performance record.

Establish a monitoring program to remain aware of properties or neighborhoods where
approvals or denials show disparate impact.

Meet with lending institutions showing signs of disparate treatment to determine
whether if such services as personalized loan counselling are available and what, if any,
efforts are being made to reach these underserved populations.
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REPORT ON HOME MORTGAGE LENDING IN THE CITY OF
LANSING, MICHIGAN FROM 1993 TO 1996

INTRODUCTION

In response to a “Request for Proposal” to conduct a “Compilation and Analysis of Home
Mortgage Disciosure Act data pertaining to the City of Lansing” from the City of Lansing,
Michigan, Castillo & Associates Consultants, Inc., submitted a proposal on June 19, 1998,
and was awarded a contract to conduct a basic study that would collect data on mortgage
lending practices in the city of Lansing. This data has been compiled with attention to the
provisions of the Federal Home Mortgage Disclosure Act, and using data collected under
the provisions of that act.

It should be noted that the results presented in this report are a cumulative analysis of
several data reports that used different research methods in collection and interpretation of
data. Castillo & Associates Consultants, Inc. did not verify or determine the accuracy of
the studies or source data used as references in this report. However, Castillo & Associates
Consultants, Inc., did verify the aggregated HMDA data and charts regardmg loan
applications and loans received by Lansing apphcants

This report identifies 20 lending institutions selected on the basis of the total number of
home mortgage loan applications received. The purpose of this study was to examine the
patterns and prevalence, if any, of racial and gender disparities in home mortgage lending.
The institutions examined teok 15,008 applications for both conventional and government
home mortgages between 1993 and 1996. There were 12,055 loans awarded over this
period. The total loan applications involved approximately $654 million and resulted in
approximately $567 million in awarded loans for the same period. The average loan was
$47,000 and the overall approval rate for the 20 lending institutions examined was 80.3
percent. The highest approval rate was 93.4 percent and the lowest approval rate was 47.2
percent. The highest number of applications received by a lending institution was 1,462 and
the lowest number of applications received by a lending institution was 522.

In the distribution of the $567 million in loans awarded, the White applicants received 86
percent of the total, Black applicants received 9 percent; Hispanic applicants received 3
percent; Asian applicants received 1 percent, and American Indian applicants received .3
percent. These four racial minority groups made up 29 percent of the Lansing population
in 1990, and these groups received 13 percent of the total home mortgage loans awarded
between 1993 and 1996. The City of Lansing’s white population made up 74 percent of the
total in 1990, and this group received 86 percent of the total home mortgage loans awarded
between 1993 and 1996.
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DEMOGRAPHICS

The starting point for analyzing the Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA) data
presented in this report was to examine the ethnic distribution of the population of the City
of Lansing. These data will provide interpretive context for the HMDA data presented
later in this report. Percentages do not add to 100% due to U.S. Census process.

TABLEI: The City of Lansing ethnic distribution data provided below is based on the
1990 U.S. Census (Database C90STFIA):

White 94,135 73.0 percent of the total population
African American 23,626 17.0 percent of the total population >
Hispanic 10,112 7.0 percent of the total population
American Indian 1,295 1.2 percent of the total population

Asian 2,263 1.8 percent of the total population

Other race 6,002 5.0 percent of the total population

Total 127,321

The four identifiable minority groups accounted for just fewer than 29 percent of the total
population of the City of Lansing in 1990.

TABLE II: The following data provides an overview of the distribution of occupied
housing units by ethnic group as reported by the U.S. Census Bureau (Households by Race,
1990 Database C90STFIA). This report shows that the City of Lansing had 53,919 housing
units. A percentage of available units are unoccupied.

The White population occupied 39,902 housing units 74.0 percent of units
The Black population occupied 8,104 housing units 15.0 percent of units
The Hispanic population occupied 2,812 housing units 5.0 percent of units
The American Indian population occupied 411 housing units .7 percent of units
The Asian population occupied 547 housing units .1 percent of units
The “Other Race” population occupied 1,671 housing units .3 percent of units

TABLE III: This table is located in the Attachment section due to the length of the data.
The data provides an overview of the Race of Householder by Household in distribution of
income levels in selected ZIP CODE areas in the City of Lansing, as reported by the 1990
U.S. Census Bureau (Database: C90STF3B) See attached ZIP CODE Map.
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TABLE IV: The following information, Top Twenty Lending Institutions: Application
and Loan Profile (see Attachment for charts) provides HMDA data for individual lending
institutions that include the following variables:

Name of Lending Institution Percent of Loans to Joint Applicants

Number of Applications Distribution of Applicants by Ethnic Group
Number of Loans Percent of Loans to Males/Females

Total Dollar Value of Loans Distribution of Loan Dollars by Ethnic Group
Total Dollar Value of Applications Ethnic group categories : White,

Percent of Loans Approved Hispanic, Black, Asian, American Indian

Also included are categories labeled “Other” and “Not-applicable”

TABLE V: The Top Twenty Lending Institutions included in this report are as follows:
(see attached charts)

CITY BANK OF ST. JOHNS DMR FINANCIAL CREDIT UNION

MARATHON MORTGAGE CORP. LANSING AUTOMAKERS C.U.
STATE EMPLOYEES C.U MICHIGAN NATIONAL BANK
GMAC MORTGAGE CORP SOURCE ONE MORTGAGE
COMMUNITY FIRST BANK GREEN TREE FINANCIAL CORP
WATERFIELD FINANCIAL CORP COMERICA MORTGAGE CO
NBD MORTGAGE CO THE MORTGAGE LENDERS INC
MSU FEDERAL CREDIT UNION COMERICA BANK DETROIT
OLD KENT MORTGAGE CO REPUBLIC BANK

FIRST OF AMERICA BANK OLD KENT BANK AND TRUST
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

The above twenty (20) lending institutions took 15,008 applications for both conventional
and government home mortgages from 1993 to 1996 and awarded 12,055 loans over this
period. The figures and percentages by category are described below:

Ethnic category “WHITE”: 11,675 loan applications were submitted of which 9,704 or 83
percent of the applicants received loans. Of the original total loan amount requested by
this group ($531.5 million), $486.1 million or 91 percent of the total amount requested was
approved.

Ethnic category “BLACK”: 1,654 loan applications were submitted of which 1,177, or 71
percent, were approved. Of the original total loan amount requested by this group ($65.4
million), $50.4 million or 77 percent of the total amount requested was approved.

Ethnic category “HISPANIC”: 624 loan applications were submitted of which 448, or 72
percent, were approved.. Of the original total loan amount requested by this group ($21.2
million), $16.7 million or 79 percent of the total amount requested was approved.

Ethnic category “ASIAN”: 159 loan applications were submitted of which 128, or 81
percent, were approved.. Of the original total loan amount requested by this group ($9.2
million), $7.5 million or 81 percent of the total amount requested was approved.

Ethnic category “AMERICAN INDIAN”: 75 loan applications were submitted of which 57,
or 76 percent, were approved. Of the original total amount requested by this group ($2.3
million), $1.9 million or 84 percent of the total amount requested was approved.

Category “GENDER”: 2,363 male applicants received loans. This group made up 20
percent of the applicants receiving loans. 2,870 female applicants received loans, which
were 24 percent of applicants receiving loans. 6,519, or 54 percent, of joint applicants
received loans. “Other” applicants listed in this category received 303 loans, or 2 percent
of total loans approved.

Category “OTHER”: 94 loan applications were submitted of which 77, or 82 percent of the
applicants, were approved. Of the original total loan amount requested by this group ($8.8
million), $3.4 million, or 39 percent of the total amount requested, was approved.

Category “NA”: 669 loan applications were submitted of which 269 or 40 percent of the
total applicants received loans. Of the original total amount requested by this group ($18.6
million) $6.7 million or 36 percent of the total amount was approved.
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Category “INCOME BY HOUSEHOLD” The white household category with incomes of
$100,000 or more residing within the seven (7) Zip Codes listed totaled 1,058, African
Americans totaled 118, Hispanics totaled 42, Asian American totaled 7 and American
Indians totaled 0.

Explanation of designations:

1. If two applicants from different minority groups are reported, they are grouped by the race of
the first person listed on the application.

2. “Joint” means white and minority group co-applicants, or co-applicants of the opposite gender.

3. “Not Available” includes situations where data were not required to be collected or were
otherwise not reported.

4. Institutions may, but are not required to, report reasons for loan denials. “Total” includes
cases were multiple reasons were reported.

5. A designation of “other” results when applicants choose not to be identified by race or gender.
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METHODOLOGY

The Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA) application and loan data included in the
analysis was retrieved from RTK NET Housing Databases. The Internet address for this
site is http:/www.trk.net. Data for the years 1993, 1994, 1995, and 1996 were compiled
from this site. The last update of the HMDA data stored at this site was July 21, 1996.
Data residing at this site is updated on a yearly basis. RTK NET is one of the few sites
which offers users the option of downloading case-by-case data; that is, a data record is
available for each application submitted to the reporting lending institution. These data
are referred to as loan application data. The RTK NET site and the internet site
maintained by the Federal Financial Institutions Examination Council (FFIEC), the
governmental agency responsible for maintaining these data, did not have 1997 data
analyzed at the time of this compilation.. .. - .. - «

This report includes only loan application data for the City of Lansing, Michigan for the
years 1993, 1994, 1995, and 1996. For the purpose of this analysis, the City of Lansing is
defined as all census tracts within the City of Lansing.

The RTK NET site offers data management tools which impact the number of cases
included in the analysis. These tools were used to perform the following functions:

1. Elimination of cases with identifiable errors and/or incorrect data

2. Selection of data for the Lansing-East Lansing Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA)
3. Inclusion of cases for all census tracts within the MSA

4. Selection of the types of loans for the inclusion in the analysis.

SPSS (Statistical Package for the Social Sciences) was used to create the analysis of HVIDA
loan application data or lending institutions making loans for property located within the
City of Lansing. In general, the SPSS program was used to perform the following
functions:

1. Eliminating loan application data for properties located in the East Lansing census
tracts, thereby limiting data used to properties located in census tracts within the
City of Lansing.

2. Eliminating data cases with inappropriate loan amounts. In nearly all cases under

this category the application amount and/or loan amount were blank or included
inappropriate alphabetical characters.
3. Eliminating loan application data for multifamily dwellings.
Groupings of cases by lending institutions and generating descriptive statistics for
each lending institution analyzed. Data charts were generated in Microsoft Excel.

>

17



CONCLUSIONS

Overall, the mortgage lending industry is making some progress in historically
underserved communities, at least in terms of actual numbers of loans granted. But
regression is apparent in relation to the proportion of total loans granted to this same
population. We have been in a boom time in terms of mortgage lending, but our target
population did not benefit propertionally.

As recently as November 18, 1998, The Mortgage Bankers Association of America
announced the formation of the Research Institute for Housing America, a nonprofit
organization devoted to expanding housing and mortgage markets to all Americans. Also in
November of 1998, HUD announced it was conducting a yearlong $7.5 million study to
“crack down” on mortgage lenders, landlords and others who discriminate against
minorities.

The Community Reinvestment Act (CRA) was passed in 1977 in response to years of
banking practice which deprived low and moderate income applicants the credit they
needed to buy homes, start businesses, and invest in the future of their families and
neighborhoods. Among other stipulations, the CRA Act requires that lending institutions
serve their entire communities regardless of income or race. In spite of this long history of
official effort, studies conducted in most parts of the country still report unacceptably high
patterns of discrimination in home mortgage lending.

Examples of continued home mortgage lending discrimination are reported in a recent 35-
city amalysis of conventional home purchase mortgage lending nationally, conducted by
ACORN (Association of Community Organizations for Reform Now), which included the
cities of Detroit and Kalamazoo. The ACORN study included features such as increase and
decrease in loan applications, loan originations and rejection ratios, and their study
focused on the African American and Latino (Hispanic) populations. Highlights of this
report are presented here for comparative purposes.

Detroit, with a 1990 population of 75 percent African American and 2.0 percent Latino,
was reported to have a 26.3 percent rejection ratio for African American applicants and a
36.6 percent rejection ratio for Latino applicants in 1995. The reports found that in 1997
African Americans were rejected 273 percent more frequently than White applicants, and
Latinos were reported as being rejected 202 percent more frequently than White
applicants. The study does not report the actual number of applicants by year but reports
that African Americans received 24.1 percent of the government-backed originations and
Latinos received 1.1 percent of the government-backed mortgages.

Kalamazoo, with an African American population of 9.1 percent and Latino population of

2.1 percent, was reported as having a 37.7 percent rejection ratio for African American
applicants and a 50.5 percent rejection ratio for Latino applicants in 1995. The report
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found that in 1977 African American applicants were rejected 151 percent more frequently
than Whites for government-backed mortgages, and Latino applicants were rejected 128
percent more frequently than White applicants for government-backed mortgages.

Other findings by ACORN include the increased use of “credit scoring” and automated
underwriting by the lending industry, leaving less discretion for loan officers. Minority
applicants are somewhat less likely to have bank or savings accounts, or credit cards with
sufficiently high credit limits than White applicants, putting them at a disadvantage when
applying for loans. It has been found that often, for instance, African Americans and
Latinos have been steered towards government-backed loans rather than conventional
products.

Other areas of concern for minority applicants include hurdles like being told they lack
formal credit history, they do not meet the loan-to-income ratio requirement, do not have
sufficient collateral, or have not being employed long enough. Paperwork demands and
reasons for denial of loans become much more difficult to surmount and more frequent if
you are not White.

The rejection ratios within the City of Lansing appear to be consistent with national
reported trends and with the data reported in the ACORN national study. We should be
able to anticipate that the present continuing combination of a low unemployment rate
with low interest loan rates will contribute to an increase in minority applications, but most
important, to a fair and equitable number of minorities being granted loans.

The data in this report is presented to City of Lansing for review and consideration as to
whether the findings illustrate a situation that merits further and more specific areas of
study. There are many factors that play a role in whether or not an individual is approved
for credit. Castillo & Associates will be pleased to make an oral presentation, answer
questions and/or provide copies of research data and documentation relating to this report.

19




Attachments



Lt 8lqeL

(SNVYO1 40 SANVSNOHL)
dNO¥D JINHLI A9 SNOILLYOITddY NYO1 39VOLION

V/Nu PUD J8YI0), S2L0DB8I0D 8y} 8pNjoUl JOU Op SOUDI pUD SBBDUBDIS
L9y %L°9 1 z16' %8 /L |G/9'LL 800°G | SIVLOL
HEE %L'Gl GlLL %3 ¥8 | /¥9 £9/ 'dio]) |PPUDULY PIBIIBIDAA
L:|[y9 %6l 6/ %318 | 20s 719 Du| siepua] abBUopy 8y
L1:|sz %L'LT g %89 | 619 806 ‘N'D seakojdwiy ajoig
1)/ %0°L L 98 %" 6/ £79 68/ abobpoy auQ) 821nog
L:[0°9 %07 L €0l %/ €8 |SGL9 Gel upg dljqndsy
1:[29 %6°CL 89 %98 | 9G¥ 628 "0 ebpbpopy jus) P|O
L:€6 %8'8 GS %528 | ¥LS €79 Jsni| pup sjung jusy p|O
L L9 %61 66 %678 | €09 0L/ ‘0D ebpbpoyw ggN
L:|s/ %59 G %8y | ¥9¢ A% DUl [psspay NSW
L:lee %6°0C L/1 %589 | z9s 0z8 5upg JOUOHDN ULBIYDIN
L:lee %6’ L G91 %8 L/ zrs GG/ *dio7)y abobpoyy uoyjpioyy
L:lez %0'0E £0T %589 | ¢ly 689 'N'D sievjpuwiojny Buisuo
L:]6'G %C ¥ | 9¢] % 78 | 808 096 "dio7) [oioupuly sal] usBIC)
HEE %' LT 611 %E'G/ 6L¥ /65 ‘dio7) aboBLoy DYWO
HA %yl 9Ll %L'08 | ¥09 ¥G/ 3|ubg POUBWY JO §sii4
e %6'€T 4 %/ v/ | 0T/ 96 "N'D [PRuUbUL YWA
11|68 %8°6 ad) %y'/8 |8/T'L 434l supg Jsiif Ajjunwwo?
1'[6¥ %991 /8 %918 | /sty 4 "07) 9bbbLopy noUBWo?)
L:eg %E' LT 691 %y L. ] 996 £6/ jloipe(] jupg POUBWOT)
HE %/'G L z8 %l'€8 | ¥Ey zCS juog Ao




c# 9lqel

6 $1/¢ $ | ege’e 6eL1TL$ [ 9F $1G/9'11 y6G'LES$ 1800G L £ee'cco  § SIVLOL
iz $]/1 $]ce 09  ${8¢ $ [¥9¢ oct’'ol § |z¥s 689'¥L  $ Ul pJBpay NSW
0z $lse $|sg yGe'l  $ ]Sy $ [yLs goL'ec $ €79 £20°9C  § >ung POLIBUY JO 4Sii]
6 $|¥S $feol 6£5°s  $1¢€9 $lsL9 L9¥'8€ $ |Ses €58'yy  § *0D) abpbuoy ggN
8 $ |8y $1/8 6L’y $19S $ |zzy 0s8'cz ¢ |cTs 765’8z §| dioD abpboyy uoyipibyy
G $|ze ${9LL ceL'c $18¢ $ [¥09 6/9'7C $ 1¥SL 2949 $ dio) abpbUoW DYWO
G $lel $|9vT 6£0'c  $ 8l $ (619 6€0°'LL $ {806 08yl ¢ '07) 9BbBLoW jus} p|O
G $|1e $fLsL gL9'c $]9¢ $ [z9s /8L'v1 $ 08 y8r'6L  $ jupg dljgnday
£ $ |28 $|z8 610'c $|or $ [yey 9ce’/L $ |zes eLy’'oc $ uog A
3 $16 $ |91 z1g’t ¢zl $ 1996 £z8'9 ¢ g6/ G6.'8 $ "N'D [PRUbUL YWA
£ $lolL NEM 991z $]8lL $ (808 806’71l $1096 pe/’/L  § ] "dioD [oroupul PIRIHSIOM
4 N $ |66 eys’sc ¢ 8¢ $ (€09 €02 $ 1oLz Loy § flolp( >upg LoUBWOT)
| $ |29 $ | vyl 9/6'8  $|¥9 $ 18/2'1 y8y'18 $ |2or’L 7856 $ "N’'D seekojdwy aibjg
1 $ | ¥s T G0z'9  $]6s $ {/¥9 89/'6e $ €9/ 850'cy  § Sjupg §si1] AUnWWor)
(1) $l1z $ 189 e’y $los $ [9sy 020'ze $ |62S gel'/e 8 §sni| pup upg jusy pjO
(1) $ |95 $ 198 ze8’y  $19¢ $ [£29 18S'vE $ (582 gge’sy ¢ "o eBpbpiopy poUsWO
(€) $ | og $ 1691 982’8 $ |8y ¢ |z¥S 062'st $ |55z LLF'9E ¢ upg JouoipN uoBIydIy
(€) $ |29 $ |6z €88’y $]6S $ 1205 2£9'6C $ 1719 897’9 ¢ abpbpoyy su() 82nog
(€) $ | 85 $|ogz ore'el $|gS ¢ lozs 969'6E€ $ |¥96 0/6'€5  § 'N'D sijpwony Buisuoy
() $ e $l6LL vor',  $109 ¢ loly 066+ $ /85 £69’ce ¢ ] rdiop ppupuiy ssi) uselg
() $|se $ | z0C gL's $lle $ [¢Ly 628’6 $ 1689 yGZ'GL  $] o) s1epus ebpbopy 8y

(SNVO1 40 SANVYSNOHL)
dNOYD JINHLI A9 - SNOLLYIINddY IOVO.LYOIN 40 INTVA




& a|qeL

LG/ %G L1 0/ %98 | €25 £09 jupg dljgnday
106 [%6°6 Gy %068 | SO¥ 14 "0 abpbLoW fusyl P|O
Ulyel  [%l7 9¢ %688 | 8¥¥ 08 isni| pup >jung jusyl p|O
L9/ %G L1 e/ %' /8 | 9SS L£9 ‘o7) abobLoy ggN
L:|G 7 %L/ ye %5 €S | 65T LlY Ou| joiepa4 NSW
tlge  [%l6l GLL ARY Ly €09 jupg [ouolbp UPBIYOIN
Llls'e  |%c LT Xal %' €L 234 €L9 'dio7) a6oBLOYy UoYPID
i:loe  [%Lve /L1 %L'¥/ LSE (224 'N'D sivjpuiojny Buisuo]
26 (%9l 99 %/ €8 | 6/8 394 "dioD) [pidupul 9. UdBIL)
Loy %S 61 06 %L 8/ 19¢ L9% "dior) sbobuoy DYWO
HIE %8'E1 8/ % v8 | 9l¥ 696 JJupg POLBWY JO Jsii
lye  [wrze ¢8l %C'9/ 629 928 "N'D |pPuUPUL YW(J
Lyol [%S'8 GlLL %788 | 00Z'L £GE'L Aupg Jsiif Aunuiwo?)
L:[09 %Lyl 29 %8 8 €/€ 0¥y "07) abpbuoyy bopswon)
gy [%s8l 8/ %08/ | 6c¢ oy jlolj(] Jupg PouUBWOY)
e/ %0z L Zy %/ /8 | 90€ 6¥E uog A

(SNVO1 40 SANVSNOHL)
dNO¥O JINHLI A9 3AVIN SNVOT AOVOLION




Hit o|qel

Sy

(S¥V110a 40 SANVYSNOHL)
dNO¥D JINHLI A9 - 3AVIN SNYO1 40 3NTVA

8 $ | oy $|15e'e L1106 $ | 6F $ | ¥0/'6 z8L'z/y $lss0’zl | £6149S $ SIVIOL
€T $]slt $ | y¢ CoY $| 8¢ $ [sse 185’6 $lisv 8/7'CL $ o] [pI9PR4 NS
L7 $ |62 $|9¢ 9z0'L  $|6¥ $ [8¥¥ 6002 $ 1708 996'€T $ Jupg POLIBWY JO 811
8 ¢ |61 $ 129 geo’s |48 $ |e/€ GlLz'lz  $ |oyy £09'vC ¢ | -dior) abpbpoyy uoypoipyy
9 $|oy $ |2y 989'L  $|9¥ $ [90€ c60'rL  § [6¥E 78/'S1 $ sung Ao
9 $ |65 $ |0z zel'y  $169 $ |£2S 676'€E  $ (209 668'8¢ $ ‘0D abpbuow gaN
g $1zlL $lsle z69'c  $| 4L $ 846 £€90'0L  $ (918 0681 $ "0 abpBUOW usyl PIO
S $]5¢ $]GlLL 016C $]0€ $|Lyy Gg6L'cl  $1€09 79891 $ »ung dijgnday
y $iGlL $ |99 €66 $] 6l $ 628 9/T'L  $|esy 259’8 ¢ | dioD) jpupuly pjeipeiopm
y $l6 $ |8/ /9 $]zl $ l6ze €0y $leey 168 $ "N'D [PPUPULY YWA
4 $18¢ $]8z 6.6'c  $ley ¢ |o/y 188’61 ¢ [59¢ G60'CT $ *di107) abpBLOW DYWO
z ¢ e $ |56 8/0'c  $]9¢ $ [695 162’1 $ 1599 ¥56'9¢ $ jupg Jsii Alunwwon
1 $ | 95 $|es 080y $]48 $ |ocs zeg'le  $ /€9 88£'9¢ $ Ho1je(] Jupg PoLUBWOD)
(1) $ | S9 $lsLlL zév'L  $|¥9 $ 1002’1 080°/Z ¢ /681 98898 $ "N'D sevko|dw] ajoig
() $ |29 $ | 69 96z'y  $109 $ |6¥¥ c16'9z  $lses 0yZ'7e $ abobUo au( 821nog

$|z5 $ |8z 8/v'y  $]9S $ [zgs zse'ce ¢ lees LG9'0F $ *07) ebpbopy pouBsWo)

$ sz $|/LL 268'c  $lee $ |ise 9c9'/  $lyiy /9201 ¢ | ou| sispua abobroy ay|

$|1Ls $ | evl oze'L  $]sy $ |yéy c89'ct  $ |es9 0/1'TE $ >jupg |puolpN UOBIYIN

$ 165 $ | S8l £g6'0l  $]¢s $ 629 206'vE  $ 1928 96591 ¢ nD smepwoiny Buisuoy

$199 $ |06 146’6 $]19 ¢ [19g Ly6'1z $|L9F 015’82 ¢ | dioD jooubuly sai] usaIs

Y $ 06¥’ $l1s $ [so¥ 012’82 $ IS5y G0SCE $ §sni| pup uRg usy pIO




G# 9/qel

(SNYO1 40 SaNVSNOHL)
dNO¥D JINHLI A9 - NMVHAHLIM SNOILYOINddY 39VDLY0N

W/N. PUR 8yl seiiobeyd eyj epnjoul jou op solbs pup sebpjuaoiay

I’ gz |%8¢€T z0/ %99  |1/6'L £G66'C SIVIOL
106 %G | | %3EL |6 G9 "ou [pJ9pa] NSYY
L9 %8°E L 0/ %9'¥8 6Ty £0S 'dio7) Joiounuly 91| usalc)
Jes  [%eel 0l %69 €S 9/ 'ou| siopua] abobopy 8y
JUS {%PSL 8 %38, |y 5 obobpopy auQ 821nog
6°E %y"0Z 0C %96/ |8/ 86 "dio7) [pIDUBUL P[SILIBIDAA
G'E %09l 61 %5'SS |99 6L1L 1snl] pup 3ubg jus)l p|O
dye [%l0C 8¢ %19 8Tl 681 5Jung POUBWIY JO §sil]
ze %L'ET o4 %0 ¥/ |8¢1 e/l upg 41D
g [%8sT ¢ %6 1L |t6 8zl jung dl|qnday
2 (%912 62 %e'v/ |8/ G0l sjupg 48114 Ajunwiwiory
oz %S ve L6 %6'€9  |/€¢ L/E jloJjp(] djupg POUSWOT)
ze %L°1E €T %6 89 LS v/ ‘0D abobuoyy Jusy pjO
e %8°9C e %585 |8y z8 "dio7) abobuoyy uoyjnioyy
gz |%8'ST 96 %8'6S |1zl /1T JJupg [PUOYDN UPBIYI
e %L'0¢ ST %l'59 |¥S £8 ‘07 abpboyy pouswor)
Joz  1%9ce Sy %659 |16 8el "N'D [PRUPUL YWNA
‘loe %g 0F 62 %r'09 |85 96 "dio7) ebobuoyy DYWO
g1 %9°GE 97 %y Ly e/ "0 sbpbuoy gaN
g1 %L 6 [T % vy |y z6 'N'D s99ho(dwi] aypjg
el %6° LY 06 %95 |1zl GlLg "N'D sipwiojny Buisuoy




9# dlqeL

(SNVO1 40 SANVSNOHL)
YIANTIO A9 AV SNYO1 ADVOLYON

'L 'L [%0¥S £88’L %/°LT GG/ %' YC  |878 98%'E SIVIOL
EER %L 8Y LET %81 /8 %62 | 951 /¥ ‘N'D sidjpwiojny Buisuny
HI %9 79 867 %L°91 /Ll %L 8l 98 L9¥ "dioD) aBpBHoOW DYND
HI %y TS 122 %S'TT Gé %L'SC | 901 Ty {loja(] yung POUBWOY)
H %9° LS 08l %6'CC 08 %SG |68 6¥€ ung Ao
HIN %E' LG GyE %E'ET /61 %y'ST /1 £/9 "dio7) abpbpoyy uoLjnIpyy
1:]60 %L1 80¢€ %0°0C L0l %8°81 Gé ¥0G ISni| pup dubg {usy PIO
1:/6'0  |%8 6% 00¢ %G 9T 8G1 %0'vC | Sl £09 >Jung [oUOYPN URBIYIN
1160 [%6°26 LTE %E'TT 971 %861 zlL G9G >ubg PILBWY JO 4114
1:g0  [%l'L9 8/C %E' 1T 16 %9/ 08 GGy "0 abpBoW {us) P|O
15180 %2709 Sy %8° LT 091 %G /1 871 ee/ ebbbLopy U #21nog
1:}g0  [%/°LS [Ty %6°9C zee %y1g | /41 928 "N'D [PRUPUL YWA
15180 [%//8 ¥GT %9°€T y0L %9'81 z8 (44 "07) 9BpBopy pouBWOD)
;g0 [%z'8s L/ %L €T LG1 %18l GlLL LE9 ‘00 eBoBpon qaN
1:{8'0  [%8'69 gee %G /| Z8 %0 €1 79 [y U] [pIapa4 NS
;|20 [%l0S [TT %/'8C 0¢l %2l |96 514 "dio]) |pioupuly sal) usBIc)
1:]20  [%€£8S yGe %S VT 671 %L /L y0 L £09 sung dljqnday
1:jizo  |%ezs 18¢ %9°8C ¥G1 %L 61 €0l 865 "2u| s19pua eboboy 3y |
;{20  [%9°0/ 856 %8/ 1 K74 %91 L 8G1 /GE'L Sjuog §sii{ Apunwiwor)
{190  lwige £lg %G &€ 0z¢g %'z | €81 918 ‘N'D seakojdwiy sipig




DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMERIND  ASIAN
1.0% BLACK
9.2%

HISPANIC
5.4%

83.1%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND AS‘A BLACK

HISPANIC
3.7%

87.7%



DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND
08%  ASIAN

OTHER 6,99 01% HISPANIC

- 45%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS
BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

NA AMERIND ASIAN

OTHER 3.1% 0.9% 0.2% HISPANIC

4.7%




L

DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY

ETHNIC ORIGIN
A AMERIND
0.4% 0.2% ASIAN HISPANIC

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND ASIAN b pek

HISPANIC
3.7%

87.7%



DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC
ORIGIN

87.6%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

NA AMER IND ASIAN

BLACK
16.0%

HISPANIC
4.4%




DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND
0.6% ASIAN BLACK

1.3% HISPANIC
4.9%

WHITE
74.7%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

NA AMER IND ASIAN
1.3% BLACK

160%  LispaNic
4.4%

76.1%



DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

NA AMER IND
OTHER 37% 0.3% ASIAN BLACK

HISPANIC
3.6%

80.0%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND ASIAN

0.4% 21% BLACK

8.1%
HISPANIC
32%

84.2%



DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC

ORIGIN
NA  AMERIND__ ASIAN BLACK
HISPANIC
OTHER 2.7%—\ o 1.1% 13.8% ANIC
0.7% .

WHITE
75.2%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

ASIAN BLACK

NA AMER iND 13% 121%
OTHER 0.9% HISPANIC
—

5.2%

WHITE
783%



DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND
0.5% HISPANIC
3.6%

84.2%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

10.2% yspaNic
3.8%

83.5%



Il

DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC
ORIGIN

AMER IND
NA 0.9% ASIAN BLACK

HISPANIC
10.2%

68.5%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND
0.4% ASIAN BLACK

HISPANIC
8.2%

74.1%



AN

DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

Na AMERIND ASIAN
OTHER 5.8% 0.7% 0.9% BLACK

HISPANIC
6.2%

WHITE
71.8%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

ASIAN BLACK

HISPANIC
5.8%

73.4%



DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY

ETHNIC ORIGIN
NA AMER; 'go/':: ASIAN
: 1.8% HISPANIC
OTHER 88% 51%

1.8%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND . ASIAN
NA 0.7% 2.0% HISPANIC
4.8%




DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

NA  ASIAN AMER IND HISPANIC
384%  0.8% 0.8% 1.4%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS

BY ETHNIC ORIGIN
AMER IND :?:Q BLACK
08% X 41% HISPANIC

1.4%

0.2%




DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY

ETHNIC ORIGIN
AMER IND ASIAN
0.1% 1.0% HISPANIC
OTHER 0.3% 3.9%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY ETHNIC
ORIGIN

AMER IND ASIAN
0.2% HISPANIC
OTHER 0.3% 3.3%




DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

NA AMER IND ,__ASIAN BLACK

0.6%
HISPANIC
1.9%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY ETHNIC
ORIGIN

NA AMER IND ASIAN
OTHER 3.0% 0.6%

1.0%_\

HISPANIC
1.6%

88.9%




|

DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN
AMER IND
. NA 0.2% ASIAN HISPANIC

OTHER 0.0% 3.8%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY ETHNIC
ORIGIN

AMER IND ASIAN

HISPANIC
2.4%




L1

DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN
AMER IND ASIAN
NA 0.5% -2.2% HISPANIC

OTHER
0.7%

3.5%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND ASIAN

£ HISPANIC
OTHER . 2.8%

0.8%




DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC

ORIGIN
AMER IND ASIAN
NA 0.3% 0.8% BLACK HISPANIC
6.2%

3.7%

79.4%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND
ASIAN BLACK

NA 03% | oa%
60%  hisPANIC
35%

79.4%



DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY

ETHNIC ORIGIN
AMER IND
NA 0.4% ASIAN HISPANIC

0.6%

5.2%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

AMER IND
NA 0.5% ASIAN HISPANIC

OTHER 22%




DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY

ETHNIC ORIGIN
AMER IND
NA 0.3% ASIAN HISPANIC
OTHER  4.6% 2.8%

0.8%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY

ETHNIC ORIGIN
AMER IND
NA 0.4% AS.IAN HISPANIC

3.0%



RPN | ISP

DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICATIONS BY ETHNIC
ORIGIN

AMER IND ASIAN

BLACK
0.3%

HISPANIC
2.8%

DISTRIBUTION OF LOAN DOLLARS BY
ETHNIC ORIGIN

NA AMER IND ASIAN

1.3% BLACK
16.0%

HISPANIC
4.4%

76.1%
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1990 US Census Data
Database: C90STF3B
Summary Level: zIP Code

ZIP Code 48906: z1P=48906

AGGREGATE HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989

Universe: Households

Less than $150,000. .. ittt ittt ittt ettt eenaeassneatestosananeneennaens 324125798
S150, 000 OF MO .t ittt vttt et o ts et snesonseseosessaaeeeeseenesesaaesanonseenana 6957854
RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989 '
Universe: Househclds

White:
Less than $5,000. ... ittt ieeennn Sl e, 452
S5,000 £0 $9,990. it ittt i e ettt et et e et e e i e e 899
$10,000 to $14,889. . ..ttt mite it tece e et ettt i e e 868
S15,000 O 524,990, . it ittt ettt e e e et e et e i e i e 1783
$25,000 t0 $34,900. i it ittt it ittt e e ettt it e e e et e e e 1563
$35,000 0 $49,990. . ittt it ittt ittt e e i e it ettt et e e e e 1666
S50,000 £0O S74,900. . i ittt ittt teeetsee et atateaattreaseneteeaeennaean 1139
S75,000 £0 599,900, ittt ittt it e e e e ettt et et e e e 399
S100,000 OF MOT .ttt i ittt ieeeteeeennnanens ettt e e e e e et 162
Black:
Less than S5, 000 . ¢ .ttt ittt ittt et ittt ee e iaaessaaenassennsaanonnas 259
S5,000 £O 59,000 . ittt it ittt ettt e e it i e e e e e 267
$10,000 £0 $14,900. . . ittt ittt ittt ittt i i e e e e e 72
S15,000 0O $24,900. i ittt ittt e e e et e e et e i e e e 69
$25,000 0O $34,900. ..ttt ittt ittt e e e et e e e e e e e 63
$35,000 £O $49,09090 . ittt it i ettt ettt et e e e e e e 138
S50,000 t0 S74,9080 . i it it ittt ittt e et e e e i e e e e e e 104
ST75,000 £0 599,000, L ittt ettt e e e e et e e e e e e e e 8
SI100,000 OF MOT . ittt it ittt aaeeaeeeeeeeenannenasssaeenessanesssnsasess 12
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut:
Less than 85,000 . c i ittt ittt et ittt et aeseeesenseeeeeneaenaneannnaenennnnas 14
85,000 L0 $9,000. 1ttt i ittt et et ettt it e e 3
$10,000 o $14,900. .. ittt ittt e e e e ettt et e e 37
$15,000 0 $24,000. ittt ittt ittt e et e e ettt e it e e 20
$25,000 TO $34, 000, L i it ittt ittt ettt et ettt ettt et e 35
$35,000 to $49,990. . it ittt ettt e e e e et e e 6
S50,000 0O 574,990 . i i ittt ittt ittt ettt a et e e e e e e 30
$75,000 to $99,0999. ... ittt i e e ettt e et ee e 0
$100,000 or more...... N 0
Asian or Pacific Islander: :
Less tham $5,000. c vttt ittt ettt et tet e enaeneanaesoeeeeasetssnanonensas 22
S5,000 £0 $9,000. . i ittt ittt et et e e e e e e e e 12
S10,000 £0 $14,000. i ittt it eete ettt ettt et e 31
S15,000 £0 $24,000. ittt ittt ettt e e e et e e s e e i0
S25,000 t0 $34,000 . i i ittt it ae et e e e et e e e e e 7
S35,000 £0 $49,000 . ittt ittt ettt e e e 16
S50,000 £0 ST4,900 . it vttt ittt e e et et e et et e e e e 9
ST75,000 £0 S99, 000 . it ittt ittt e e e e e e e e et e e 0
S100, 000 OF MO . i i vttt e e e ettt e st ettt e et iaaeaaeeeeaeeeeeeneesaanennnn 0
Other race:
Less than S5, 000 . i it ittt i i e et e et ettt et taaeeeaseeeansonsseenasnaeennoas 73
$5,000 to $9,989....... e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 45
S10,000 €0 S14,000 . i ittt ittt ettt e et e e e e e e 58
S15,000 £0 S224,000 . 1 ittt e e et e e ettt et e e e e e e 94
$25,000 £0 S34,0800 . ittt ittt e e e e e e e e e 85

S35,000 €0 S45,500. L ittt ittt e e e e e e et 99



L

$35,000 £0 549,990 . ittt ittt ittt e i et e s 99

$50,000 0 874,990 . ittt it ittt ittt e et e et e e 35
$75,000 £0 S99, 999, 1\ttt v et e et e e e e 5
S100, 000 OF MOL .t v vttt it et aeeseaseeassaeeeneseeeeaeneeneeeneeeaaesennann 0

HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Households with householder of Hispanic origin

Less than S5, 000 . .t ettt eeeaeesosanneesonteeeaeeaneeeenonensssensaseanas 101
S5, 000 £O 59,900 . i it ittt ittt it et et e e e et e e e e 114
S$10,000 £0O S14,990. ¢t ittt it tnenenaeeeneeeeteeeeaeeneneeneesneeeanaenesens 106
$15,000 £0 524,990 . ittt ittt ittt e et i e e et ettt e e e e 117
$25,000 t0 834,990, i ittt ittt et i e et s e e e e 133
$35,000 £0O 549,090 . . ittt ittt e e e ittt e e e e e 146
350,000 £0 $74,990 . ¢ it ittt it ittt it e e et e et et e e 61
ST75,000 t£0 599,900 . .. ittt ittt ettt ettt ettt e s e e 10
S100,000 OF MOT .t i vttt ettt et taeaesaeeesaseeeeeeasanenoensesesnssssaennesanas 0

AGGREGATE FAMILY INCOME IN 1989 BY FAMILY INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Families

Total: . i
Less than $150,000. . ... ..t e e e e e e e e e e e e, 240793406
S150, 000 OF MOT . vt i it eeaeeaeaeeaeesoseeeensasensensneseeeneaeennsnaenasas 6826940

Ingham County (pt.): ZIP=48910

AGGREGATE HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989

Universe: Households

Less than S150,000. . . it ettt tteeeneeesestueesoennaseneasaesensnanasssesnns 484271484

5150, 000 OFf MOT .t v v v e ot e eeesenesoeaeenesaseessseseosesseaseeeseessensnsennsns 1440960

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989

Universe: Households

White:
Less than $5,000....... 0t eueieenn e ettt ettt ittt e et e e 676
85,000 £0 59,990 . ittt ittt et e et e e 1049
S10,000 £0 814,990 . it i it iiitein e tnaen st tee et ttcaenieetei e 1238
S15,000 €0 $24,990. it ittt it ittt ettt e et et i e e 2855
S25,000 10 S$34,990 . ittt ittt e et a e e et et et et e i e e 2891
$35,000 t0 549,090 . i i ittt it ettt ettt e e 3106
S50,000 t0 S74,000. ittt it e e et e et ettt e 1591
ST75,000 £0 599,000 . i ittt it ettt e e ettt e e e 323
S100,000 OF MO .t v it ittt eeneeeeeeeaeesenseaeseseeaeeeeenanneesansnananns 130

Black:
Less than $5,000. .. i ittt it teeeeeereeasssseesaasoesseeenceesannennsans 212
$5,000 t0 59,900, . ittt ittt e ettt e e e e 183
S10,000 £0 814,900 . ittt it ittt teetaeass ettt e e e, 67
$15,000 to $24,990 . L. ittt it et i et e et i e i e e e 247
$25,000 to $34,9099. i ittt ittt ittt e e e 173
$35,000 t0 $49,900. i ittt i it e i e e et et i e e 265
$50,000 £0 S74,900 . i ittt ittt ittt ettt e 178
S75,000 t0 $99,900. i ittt ittt e et ettt et e e e e e 44
S100, 000 OF MO .t v v vttt e snaeennsesensesosesoesenanessassnsenneensesseesss 4

American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut:
Less than $5,000 .. .t ittt ittt sttt eeeeeoseseeasaasennnananasesannennseens 5
S5,000 £0 $9,900 . i it ittt i it ettt ettt e e e 18
S10,000 0 S14,000. ittt ittt ittt it e e e e e et et e e e 7
S15,000 £0 524,990 . it ittt it et e e et et et e e e e e 4
525,000 t0 $34,990. i it ittt e e e e et e e e e 18
$35,000 t0 S49,990. i ittt i ittt e i et e e e e 40
S50,000 to $74,999. . ittt e e et e 10
ST75,000 £0 $99,09090. it ittt ittt ittt ittt et e e 4
S100, 000 OF IO .ttt it m ettt ettt et teteeaseeeeeseeeasaaeeeeeaesaanasoseannnan 0



Asian or Pacific Islander:

LesSsS than S5, 000 . vt i ittt it s et eeessotsenseneseasosnseusssasnesntostenns 3
S5,000 £0 59,900, ittt ittt ittt et e e e e et 8
S10,000 £O S14,9090. 4 ittt ittt iteteteaeoananenaenensteeessnseaseeaeaerasanss 0
$15,000 £0 $24,9090 . i it ittt et ittt i e e e s e e 12
$25,000 £0 $34,990 . ittt ittt i et e e e e e e e 16
$35,000 t0 549,000, it i ittt it i ittt e et e e e e e e 24
$50,000 £O S74,990 . i it ittt is ittt et iaes ettt e e 4
875,000 £0 $99,900. 4ttt ittt ittt e et et et e e e 0
S100,000 OF MOL .ttt it it teneeesseeensssansssnssentsatsansessssansassnasos 0
Other race:
LesSsS than 85,000 . c i it it s tie e setoeaasonenonsaeassnsnnsannassanseasonns 32
85,000 £0 59,9090 . o ittt ittt ettt et e e e e e 69
S10,000 £0 S14,900 . i ittt ittt teneeneeetanensaneeacetassaaeossaaecssaeees 44
S15,000 t0 $24,990 . i ittt ittt e et e et e et e 62
$25,000 t0 $34,0900. i ittt ittt et ettt e 34
$35,000 t0O S49,0900 . i ittt ittt et et et e e 72
$50,000 to $74,999. ... ittt it iiie e T 38
$75,000 to $99,999. ..t ittt it e e e e ettt et 5
S100,000 OF MOT . it v uuenneeeneeeeecaenasesnansanesstsscesssensansnanosensnss 12

HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989 .
Universe: Households with householder of Hispanic origin

Less than $5,000. .. i i iiieneeeeeeeteseenssonsensenstasssssseeasasassosssnas 45
85,000 t0 $9,990 . 1 ittt ittt e et st e e 85
$10,000 £0 S14,990. et e e nreneeeeeanonensssaseasessenassessossnnsnnsssnsss 49
$15,000 £0O 524,090 . i ittt ittt it tne et e e e st 137
$25,000 £0 534,000, i ittt ittt e e e et s e 70
$35,000 £0 $49,990. ittt ittt ittt aaaaae ittt et e s 175
S50, 000 £0 $74,900 . ittt ittt eee s oot etenaaetoeaasosasateet et asaetaeeees 85
$75,000 to 599,900, it ittt ittt it e e i ettt e e e, 5
S100, 000 OF MO . v ettt steeeneeenenosoenasnssnssesossnssasesesesssonsesnassaeas 25

AGGREGATE FAMILY INCOME IN 1989 BY FAMILY INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Families

Total: .
Less than $150,000. ¢ i u it ieeeeeeeaeeaeesennsansaeaesonesesnesnsesonoenas 332119759
S150,000 OF IMOT . v vttt s v seosoeesanneennaaeceseeensesnsnnnsssssasssssnasasss 1440960

ZIP Code 48911: z1P=48911

AGGREGATE HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989

Universe: Households

Less than $150,000. ¢ i e et e eneeeenenooeenaanecaesasseaeenssnasescssssenssas 510354209
S150, 000 OF IMOT . vttt e seeaeesesosanneesssaasassseanesenssnansenssossassss 21603530
RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989

Universe: Households

White:
1SS than 85,000 . . u vt ieeeeneeononenneeneesnsesaesoosoeeansesasasssaessas 518
S5,000 £0O $9,900. ittt ittt tne ettt et e 981
$10,000 €0 $14,900. 1 it iineeeieeoronnaesasnsaaeaaaaasoeenasanasnnannos 1041
S$15,000 £0 524,990, ¢t tiiertiiee ettt e 2278
S$25,000 £0 834,990, 1 ittt nin ettt e e 2121
S35,000 t0 $49,9090 . . it ittt ittt s 2600
S50,000 £0 S$74,990. i it ittt iaeeencas et 1812
ST75,000 €0 $99,990. i it ittt ittt e e e e 301
5100,000 OF IOL .t et v o teaneeeeneeesnsesenuaesnsesaassesesnsessossasssssss 223

Black:
Less than 55,000, ¢ it ittt iaeieeeeesenneanaenseneaooeeenanasesaasnsenssss 224
S5, 000 £0 59,0990 . i ittt ittt e et 318

SIC,000 £0 S14,900. i ittt ittt e e e et e e 214



L

$15,000
$25,000
$35,000
$50,000
$75,000
$100,000
BAmerican I
Less tha
$5,000 t
$10, 000
$15,000
$25,000
$35,000
$50, 000
$75,000
$100, 000
Asian or P
Less tha
$5,000 t
$10,000
$15,000
$25,000
$35,000
$50,000
$75,000
$100,000
Other race
Less tha
$5,000 t
$10,000
$15,000
$25,000
$35,000
$50,000
$75,000
$100,000
HOUSEHOLD
Universe:

$10,000 to
$15,000 to
$25,000 to
$35,000 to
$50,000 to
$75,000 to
$100,000 o
AGGREGATE
Universe:
Total:
Less tha
$150, 000

0 $24,990 . ittt it i it s e e e ettt e e 382

£0 834,090, i ittt ittt i e et e i e e e 472
£0 49,900, it ittt it i e et e e et e e 554
£0 S$74,900, i ittt i ittt i i et i e e e s e e 505
L0 $99, 000, 1ttt i it et et e e e e e e 198
OF TOT i v vttt oot aseaesnesesasasasesassansssessssstssoesesnnssns 46
ndian, Eskimo, or Aleut: :
N 085,000 . ittt ittt ettt et e e e e e e e 0
0 89,990, ittt ittt i e e e et e e e e e e e 0
Lo T A = 1= T N 5
L0 824,990 . ittt it it e et e et e i e e e e e i e 33
L0 834,900, it ittt it it et e et s e e e e 44
EO 849,000, i ittt it i it et e e e e 11
B0 ST74, 990 ittt it ittt it et i e et e e e e s 31
to 599,999, ... i i i i et et ettt aeas et e 5
OF IO e v v v o v e oo e esanansesensecessssseaseasssssnessenssesasssnssans 0
acific Islander:
n $5,000. ... ..t iiiniiananas e 0
0 59,990, i ittt i et e i e N 0
B0 $14,900 . ittt ittt et e e et s 15
0 $24,9090. ittt ittt et s e e e et e 24
0 834,000, ittt ittt it it et et e e e 49
0 849,090, 1 ittt it et et et e e 9
0 $74,999 . ..ttt i it e et e ettt ettt 7
0 $99,900. it ittt ittt et e e e 0
OF IO L s 4 v e o e e o e o sseoasasasesssesssassnsenssensscsoasssseosassess 0
Y= TR 0.0 0 I I I I 79
0 59,900 . i ittt ittt et e et et e e e e e e 5
EO $14,0090 . it ittt it et i i e e e e st e 5
£0 $24,990 . ittt it ittt e e e e s e 38
0 834,990 1ttt et e ettt e 58
L0 S49,990 . i ittt iit i e et e i e 59
B0 874,900, i i ittt ittt et et e e et e 55
£0 $99, 000 . it ittt ittt et et e 15
[ 3 i 110 3 = =3 4

INCOME IN 1989

Households with householder of Hispanic origin

85,000 . i ittt ettt e e e et 78
Lo T = T 18
814,000, i it ittt ettt e e e 32

Lo = L T R R 96
L7 = L= R O R 103
$49,000 . ittt ettt e e e e et e 121

Lo = L T R 136
3 1S 1 T R 20

oD 11 > o = R IR IR ]
FAMILY INCOME IN 1989 BY FAMILY INCOME IN 1988

Families ‘

N S150,000. it iet et eeeteeneenesesanoneaceestasesnsonsnsonss 384971241
OF IO e v v st o oo seeaseseesssesessassesnasssnseeasssseseassnssoenns 12081530

Ingham County (pt.): z1p=48 912

AGGREGATE
Universe:
Less than

HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1589

Households
L= o PO 0 0 T o 245749783

S150,000 OF MMOTEa v v seteoeoe e seoaaaaananensesoneeeeassossenseanoeensanesnsans 2913250



PESN

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1889
Universe: Households

White:
Less than $5,000. ..ttt ittt eeeeeennereseanennaeseneeeesanseeassaanas 377
S5,000 t0O $9,990. .ttt ittt ittt et e e et e e e e e e e 893
S$10,000 £0 S14,900. @ittt ittt tetteteteataaaaaeroeeneittiantetienaanaens 750
$15,000 £o $24,990. .0 ittt ittt i e i i e e et e 1477
$25,000 t0 $34,990. it ittt ittt ettt i e e e e e e e 1155
S$35,000 0 549,900, it it ittt ittt e e i et e e e e e 1092
S50,000 £0 ST74,990 . it ittt ittt et it e et e i e e e e e 870
ST75,000 £0 599,999, i i ittt i ittt e ettt e et et e e e e e 301
S100,000 OF MOT .ttt vttt teessenseesesansaeeseeseseenneeenssoasnsesssnnasns 117
Black: :
Less than $5,000. .. ittt ittt ittt eeeiutoeastasosessasaeansnensssnanesssas 133
$5,000 £0 59,990, ittt ittt e e ettt it et i e e 159
S10,000 £0 S14,990. i ittt ittt i ittt e e e et i et s e 80
S15,000 £0 $24,9090 . i ittt it ittt it e e e e et i e . .150
$25,000 to $34,999. ...ttt et eea et 162
$35,000 to $49,990. .. .. ittt i e e e et ittt e 125
S50,000 t0 $74,990. i ittt it ittt et ittt e e e e, 55
ST75,000 £0 599,900 . i it ittt ittt et et s et it e e 7
S100,000 OF MOT . it vttt et eeeesseeeeeeaseneesenesensansssessssssssneennsas 21
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut:
ILess than $5,000. .. .ttt e iee et tieeeesaesesoceaesenssesennssennnssaannenas 0
$5,000 to $9,999............. e e e e ettt et e e e e e e e 8
S10,000 t0o $14,990. i ittt ittt it ineraaeenetieonssneanaeananeeaaaeasennes 7
S15,000 €0 $24,900. it ittt ittt it e et et et et e e e 17
$25,000 £0 534,900, ittt ittt it i i et e e e PUPIPR 8
S35,000 £0 849,900, ittt ittt it e e e et e et i et e e e 11
S50,000 t0 $74,990. it ittt ittt ittt e it e e e e 18
S75,000 £0 $99,900. . ittt ittt ettt et i st et e e e e 0
S100,000 OF MOTE.u vt v o v ot tenrennseenasoneeenens e e e e et e e e e e 0
Asian or Pacific Islander:
Less than $5,000. . . ittt ittt ettt teeeeeeaseeessenseaeensnnsnnenonesans 30
S5,000 £0 59,9000 . i it ittt ittt ettt et e e e e e e e e 30
S10,000 €0 S14,9090. . vttt it ittt ettt ettt e e e 5
S15,000 £0 $24,900. i ittt ittt ittt e et et ettt et e e e e e 37
S25,000 £0 S$34,900. i ittt ittt ettt et ettt e et e e 10
S$35,000 t0 $49,000. it ittt ittt et et e ettt et 8
S50,000 t0 ST74,000. ittt ittt ittt te e eeat st e e e 13
ST75,000 €0 899,000, ittt i it ittt ittt et et ettt e e e e 7
S100, 000 OF IOt v e e v e et et e et e e ettt et e e et e e e et e 0
Other race: ) i
Less than $5,000. . i i i it i et e e ettt eten e te st anaseensnseesasenseannnnens 56
85,000 £0 59,900, 1 it ittt ittt ettt et et e e e 68
S10,000 t0 S14,900. it i i ittt ittt teete ittt etateenaesoansataaeananasnanan 46
S15,000 £0 $24,000 . i ittt it tet et et e et et e e e e 21
$25,000 £0 S34,0900 . i it it i iae ettt it e e it et e e e 18
$35,000 £0 849,000, ittt ittt it it i ettt e 46
S50,000 £0 ST4,000 . ittt it et i eeiats it insesaeatanoassanaseennsenanensas 27
ST75,000 0 $99,909. 4 ittt ittt i et ettt e e e 0
S100,000 OF IMOT . vt vt vt teeeseneneosasesonetneeeenssenenenensssnseesesennsas 0

HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Households with householder of Hispanic origin

Iess than S$5,000. . i ittt it et tteteetteeseneeeesnsseeassanaeesnsnnannssenns 64
S5,000 £0 $9,000 . ittt ittt ettt e e et e e e e et e e 104
$10,000 £0 S14,0900. it ittt it e ittt ettt e i et e e e e e 62
$15,000 £0 524,000 . ittt ittt e e et et et e e 70
$25,000 to $34,999........ e e e et ettt e e ettt e e 38
$35,000 £0 $48,000. it ittt ittt et e it et e e et e e 107
S50,000 €0 ST74,000. ittt it ittt et ie ettt e e 41

ST75,000 L0 599,900, 1.ttt i ittt i et e e e et et e 0



b

S100, 000 OF MO . v i ittt et teneeseneeaeeaeeasseasesssssanaeasssassssssssaeesesss 0

AGGREGATE FAMILY INCOME IN 1989 BY FAMILY INCOME IN 1988

Universe: Families

Total:
Less than $150,000. ot et e et eeeeeeeonnenoeneneneeeeanoensantsoasneonsnsns 164702783
S150,000 OF MOT . v v it toenasoeenesensonnnsenstanseenaasessosssesssonsesansss 2913250

Ingham County (pt.): 2z1P=48915

AGGREGATE HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989

Universe: Households

Less than S$150, 000 . .t vt vt aeeeeeeeeeaseessneassseanaeaeesensanenssesensenas 125711489

S150,000 OF MOIL . ittt et teseeeesaneeasonsensenaseeesasesensassasoasassssssensanass 0

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989

Universe: Households

White: .
Less than $5,000. . i ittt ettt eeeneeeasnaeseeeesaaseessenesoansasosssscsos 117
S5,000 £0 $9,0900 . it ittt titaet et et e et e 223
$10,000 £0 S14,990 . i ittt nnteeeeeanneeneenoersasaanssssanssatsasanseenss 255
S15,000 €O S24, 990 ittt ittt i e et e ...343
$25,000 €0 $34,990. i it ittt it i s e et e s e et 403
$35,000 £0 S49,990. i it ittt tn ettt ettt i e e et e 492
$50,000 t0 S74,900. ittt ittt eeeenteeennsnenenenasesssossscasetnsonasansns 361
S$75,000 £0 $99,900. 1 ittt it ittt e e e e e e et e et 70
S100,000 OF MOT . it vt teeeeaseeennssoeeenossnsasecsaeesasssasaasssseanssss 20

Black:
Less than $5,000........... ST AP 311
85,000 £0 $9,000. it i it ittt it et e i e et e e 336
S10,000 t0 S$14,900. ittt it eieeenonoenenenasaeeaneeasasossncesnassasasans 165
$15,000 t0 $24,900. it in ittt i et e e s 300
$25,000 t0 S$34,9090. ittt ittt ettt i ettt 184
$35,000 t0 549,990 . . ittt it ittt e e ettt 245
S50,000 t0 S$74,900. 1 it in ittt ettt ittt et e e e et e 188
S75,000 £0 $99,000 . i it ittt ittt et e e e et et 67
S100,000 OF MOT . vttt vte e ateaeaaeensennesnesnesenasesassnsesceneacnesasens 7

American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut:
Less than $5,000.......... e e e et e e e e e 5
5,000 €0 $9,900. it ittt ittt ettt O
S10,000 £0 $14,900. ittt ittt it ittt e et e 11
$15,000 t0 $24,000. ittt ittt it ettt e et e e et et 9
825,000 t0 534,990 . . ittt ittt et e e e e e e 6
$35,000 to $49,999..... e e e e e s s e et veeeeaanear e aasae st on 18
S50,000 €0 S74,9090 . 1 it in i it teetea ettt et e 0
$75,000 to $99,999. ... ittt e e et e e ete et e 0
S100,000 OF MOT . e v eneceeeineeensenanenaoeeesecanasaossnsassassassssnsassas 0

Asian or Pacific Islander: '
Less than $5,000. . i v eeieneteeesnetneneaseseneaeseeeenosnteunsonsnsnssnsos 0
$5,000 £0 59,000 . it ittt et it i e e e e e 10
S10,000 £0 S14,000. i in it ietneetaeennosnenoananeeessosaneaeeesenannassanss 11
S15,000 t0 S$24,900. i ittt ettt e et et e e 13
$25,000 £0 534,900, ittt ittt i ettt e ettt 0
$35,000 £0 $49,9090. i it ittt et et e 0
S50,000 £0 S$74,900. ¢ttt ie ettt e st sttt et i e 10
ST75,000 €O $99,0900 . it it ittt et ettt e e et 0
S100,000 OF MOT .t v v v ae s iaescoe o enaesnaaaseennseusaeseesssennesseanesans 0

Other race:
Less than $5,000 . ¢ . it ittt i tee e e tenctaenasaeaeaseteceasacenocasnsssonas 20
$5,000 €0 $9,990. i ittt it ittt et ettt e e 0
S10,000 £0 S14,000. 1ttt ittt ae ettt e et e 6



P N

515,000 to $24,0900 . . ittt it it i e e e e e e e 43
525,000 £0 $34,090. i ittt i i i e e et e e 27
$35,000 to $49,9090. ittt i i i e et e et i s i s 28
$50,000 to $74,000. i ittt ittt i e e s e s s 29
$75,000 to $99,000. . it i i e et e e i e e et e s

S100,000 OF MO . . ittt it ittt et teeanneeeeosoneaesnassosesenassessnsssassas
HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Households with householder of Hispanic origin

Less than S5, 000 . i ittt ittt ittt it teneeeeeoaseneeaeensseasanasanaeesana 36
85,000 £0 $9,990 . 1 ittt ittt e i e et e e e e et e e e i e e
$10,000 £0 S14,990 . it ittt ittt ittt teenteaaatastsenstinteseatearaaaeanes
S15,000 £0 524,990 . 1 it ittt ittt e i e et e et i e e e 63
$25,000 to $34,999.......... @ttt tesee ettt e 21
S35,000 £0 S49,900. . ittt ittt ettt e e e it e i e e e e e 35
$50,000 t0 $74,990. it i ittt ittt ittt et te ettt i et i e e e 42
$75,000 £0O 599,990 . ittt ittt i it e et ettt e s e e
S100,000 OF MOT . t i ittt ittt eseeneoeeesestatsoanssnanssssnsasasastnsessassasas

AGGREGATE FAMILY INCOME IN 1989 BY FAMILY INCQME IN 1989
Universe: Families

Total:
Less than S150,000. ¢ . it e it iiteeneneeeeaeeeaeaeaaseensesessennaanssansanans 89080064
S150,000 OF MOT .t v vt vttt esseenoeneseoaneecesesesasnosnsnsseseassensssnssneennans

ZIP Code 48917: z1pP=48917

AGGREGATE HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Households

Less than $150,000 . . it i ittt ietneeeneeeeaesoensacssnssasnsnansesssaenssnsan 472701048
S$150,000 OF IMOT . v it vttt asseeeeaaneesssossensasonsanssssasnssasssssnssnsss 20702815

RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Households

White:
1ess Ehan $5,000 . i ittt it teeeeenaneaeesenosaeseseeansensnnsaneennsnas 247
$5,000 to $9,999. ... i it e et et e ettt e 474
$10,000 £0 $14,990. 1ttt i it e ittt e e e e e 468
S15,000 £0 $24,900 . i ittt ittt ettt e et e 1694
825,000 t0 S34,000 . ittt ittt ettt e e e 1806
$35,000 £0 $49,900. . i ittt e e e e e 2242
$50,000 to S$74,999....... e 2283
$75,000 £0 $99,900. . ittt it e e et e e ee e cacer s e e 806
$100,000 OF MOT . it v ot eesoneeeeesetenenaeeeneennsaeesessssenesnnsensas 381

Black:
Less than $5,000. ittt ittt it it ittt ittt teeaonneeaassssaneananssaans 43
85,000 £0 $9,990 . 1 ittt ittt e i i i e e e e s 16
$10,000 £0 S14,900. .ttt iiiinteeentntinttneeanenennannnnnas R
$15,000 tO $24,900 . ..ttt iiite ittt ittt ittt 100
$25,000 £0 $34,000. i ittt ittt ittt e et i e e e 172
$35,000 £0 S49,9000. 1t ittt ittt ettt et e s 134
50,000 £0 ST74,900 . it i it ittt e ee ettt tiet ettt e 127
S75,000 £0 S99, 900 .ttt ittt it e et ettt e e 87
S100,000 OF MOT . vttt vt e eteaneeeeeeeoeeseesasesenaessanssanaasnssassssans 28

American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut: ’
Less than $5,000............ e e et i e e e @ et 6
85,000 £0 59,000 .ttt ittt ittt ettt e et e
S10,000 £0 S14,0900 . ittt ettt ce e tae ettt e et e e e
S15,000 £0 $24,000 . ittt ittt it it it e et e e e
S25,000 £0 534,900 . it ittt ittt e it e e e
835,000 £0 S$43,000 . . ittt ittt it i e i e e e et 17
S50,000 £0 ST74,0090 . ... i ittt it ittt i e e st e e 37
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$75,000 to $99,900 . i ittt i i i e e i e et e 0

S100,000 OF MO B .t it v vttt te s eeae s aeeeeeeeesseseeeeeeossesentoeasesanensnsos 0
Asian or Pacific Islander:
Less than 55,000 . . .ttt ittt ittt ettt et e iaeaeeesiasesnassonnnennes 9
S5,000 £0 59,0900, ittt ittt e e e e e e e e e e e s 4
S10,000 £0 S14,0990. it i ittt ittt ettt et s e e e o]
S15,000 £0 S24,900 . ¢ ittt it ittt i e e e e e et e e e 20
$25,000 £0 534,000 . .t it ittt i e e e e e e e e e 30
$35,000 £0 S49,900. .. ittt ittt e e et e e e e e e e 32
S50,000 £0O ST74,900 . i i ittt ittt ittt ittt et et e e e e e e e e 23
$75,000 £0 599,990, . it ittt ittt e e e e e e e e e i e e 7
S100, 000 OF MOL .t vttt eeeaeteeeneeeteeeaeeeseeeeeaeessssssesanonesanansens 0
Other race:
Less than S5, 000 . . i i ittt i ittt e ittt ieeeeenaseseeesseeenesannnsnssns 7
$5,000 to $9,999......... @ et ettt e i e ettt e e et e 0
S10,000 £0 514,900 . ittt iti it ittt teeneeeeeseeeaeaaseseasaeeoannneneeenn 0]
$15,000 to $24,999. ...ttt ittt et et ettt e e 42
$25,000 to $34,990. .. ittt et e e 20
$35,000 to $49,999 . .. it ittt ittt e ettt ettt e e e e 30
$50,000 to $74,990 . . it ittt ittt ittt e e e e e et 20
S75,000 to 599,900, ittt it ittt et ettt e et et e e 0
S100,000 OF IMOT .t v ittt et toensenneesoneeneenaaseseessaensnseeeasenanseassnas 0

HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Households with householder of Hispanic origin

Less than $5,000. .ttt tt et e ieeeeeeeeeeeseneeeeeaeeeesesansenessonnesneansssas 3
85,000 £0 59,000 . ittt ittt ittt e et e e et e e i e i e e e 5
$10,000 £0 514,000, it iit ittt ittt teeeanaeaeiaaeens ettt 6
$15,000 £ 524,000, it ittt ittt ettt e e e e et e e e e 68
$25,000 O $34,990 ittt e et e e e 47
$35,000 £0 $49,990 . . ittt ittt e e e ettt i i et e e e 53
850,000 t0 $74,000. 1ttt ii it ittt et ettt i e e e e e 53
$75,000 £0 $99,900 . i ittt ittt e et e et e e e e i i e e 13
S100, 000 OF MOT .t vttt ittt smeeenseeseeenseneeneeeeesossssesssesennnnssansnssns 8

AGGREGATE FAMILY INCOME IN 1689 BY FAMILY INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Families

Total:
Less than $150,000. ... ittt ceeeteneeneeaeneeseeeaseseeesanesnnsnnnsanns 359433954
S150,000 OF MOT v it e teseeeeeeaeoeeeeeesnoseeneesssenenasosnnnssnsnneananas 20635615

Ingham County (pt.): 2z1P=48933

AGGREGATE HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989

Universe: Households

Less than S150,000. . .ttt ittt eeeeeeeeenenseanneenosasassensasnnnanssnnnns 26488945
S150, 000 OF MOL .t vt ittt et eeenomsesessesesensseensoassseasassssesesnssosonssasass 0
RACE OF HOUSEHOLDER BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989

Universe: Households

White:
Less than $5,000. cuc ittt ittt ittt iae et aeetssaeneeesssneeannnen 277
$5,000 to $9,999. ... e e e e e e e e e e e e e 217
$10,000 to $14,999...... ... e e e e ettt e et e e et e e 157
S15,000 0 $24,9090. it ittt ittt ettt e ettt e i e et e e 183
S25,000 £0 S$34,0900. . ittt it ettt e ettt i e e i e 122
S35,000 t0 S49,09090 . ittt it et e ettt e e it e e 33
SS0,000 0O ST74,000 . L ittt ittt e et e e et et e e et e i e e 57
ST75,000 £0 599,000, . ittt ittt et et i et e e 28
S100,000 OF MOT Bt vt it ie s et e e eeasaaceeeeaaeaeeesseeeaaseenssassanessneennas 25

Black:

Less than $5,000. . . ittt ittt ie et et ee e ea e teaas e eeaeseaaaeenaeeneenn 147
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$5,000 to $9,999. ...t B R R R O 118
$10,000 t0 $14,999. it ittt ittt ittt it e 57
$15,000 t0O $24,9090 . 0 v it i ittt it et it et 52
$25,000 t0 $34,900, . ittt e i e 19
$35,000 £0 $49,0900. 1ttt it ittt e it e e et 12
50,000 £0 S74,900 . sttt e e inae s ittt e 0
$75,000 £0 $99,900 . 1t vt ettt e 0
: S100,000 OF IMOL @ v e v es s o emesanunaenesesssseessassaenenonssossassssossanssan 0
Bmerican Indian, Eskimo, or Rleut:
Less than $5,000. .. ettt eneetenaeoneaesssenaeeeseeesanstasssasssssnans 0
$5,000 £0 59,000, tu vttt enaae et 0
$10,000 t0 $14,900. i i ve ittt ittt st e e 0
S15,000 £0 24,000, ¢ttt ueeensinnu ettt 4
$25,000 to $34,999. .. it it i i e e e et e a s e 4
$35,000 £0 $49,9090. it ii ittt i i ettt 0
$50,000 t0 $74,090. ittt it e sttt 0
$75,000 £0 $99,900 . 1ttt e it et i it 0
$100,000 OF MOLE. e vvvouenennnnuneacnnnsnnsan et e ee e e 0
Asian or Pacific Islander: )
Less than $5,000. . c e vt et ie i nuneeeroaneesennseetaaassocaenecasasssncnns 26
$5,000 £0 59,9090 . i it it tn e ittt et 11
$10,000 t0 $14,990. ittt iiinin ittt sttt 6
$15,000 to $24,999............ et e e e ettt e e e e e 8
$25,000 £0 834,900 . ...ttt e et 0
$35,000 £0 $49,990 . 1t ittt ittt o]
$50,000 £0 $74,990 . it iiiti it iiaeastatinteaaaet ettty .0
S$75,000 £0 $99,990 . ittt ie et it et 0
$100,000 OF MOL@. v v e vnuoennsnnnoenasnon e e ettt e i it e e 0
Other race:
LeSS Lhan 55,000 . ¢ e et ee e s tioneeeesaneesoanetssnnansssseseosecensansss 45
$5,000 £0 $9, 990, ¢ttt ite ettt e e 0
10,000 £ S14,990 . i inte e i innneenneeaaeeenonnoneenasaseeeaacsssieeennns 0
S$15,000 £0 824,090 . ¢ttt it inieraetae e et 8
$25,000 £0 534,990 . ittt ittt et i ettt 15
$35,000 t0 $49,090 . ¢t ueue e ne ittt 0
$50,000 to $74,999........ e e 0
$75,000 £0 $99,000. ¢ttt ittt et ettt 0
$100,000 OF MOTE. s evernennnonnensanens i eeeecsserenas e e e e e e et 0

HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Households with householder of Hispanic origin

Less tham S5, 000 . o i et i e m e tssiieecaaeaaeeeraesanmaasesanecessasensaananns 45
S5,000 £0O 59,9000, ¢ ittt ittt e e 17
$10,000 £0 S14,000. v tuu it iineeeeneeaaeaae e 8
S15,000 tO S24,900 . 1t it eettinnnieeaatat et 14
25,000 £0 S$34,000 . it uue et ittt ettt 20
$35,000 £0 $49,000. 1t itut ittt e 0
S50, 000 €0 S$74,9090. cttueee it tmetveenasnaeeoaasatoanaaeseasat s 0
S$75,000 £0 $99,900. ittt it atat e et 0
S100,000 OF IMOT . e uuveeereeennnnnnneeseesssansonnssaseesassesasaatoeseestee: 0

ACGREGATE . FAMILY INCOME IN 1989 BY FAMILY INCOME IN 1989
Universe: Families
Total:
1SS than S150,000. .. u e et eereeeaseeeeeanenesassesanasesconsensssanes 9387136
S150,000 OF MOTLC. v vveensennennnneneeesassnnansnnaeoseessseseseens et




A PRACTICAL GUIDE

Fair Housing Law & Practice
n Rental Management




Sweeping changes marked the 1960°s as a decade of progress in civil rights and
open housing legisliation. The movement toward racial equality, including the
Supreme Court’s 8rown v. Board of £ducation ruling declaring public schcol
segregation unconstitutional, the Public Accommodaticns 8ill, and the Voting Rici(s
8ill helped to shape the U.S. Civil Rights Act signed into law on April 1 1,1568. In
Michigan, the Michigan Civil Rights Cornmission was authorized under the revised
Constitution (1963), and housing discriminaticn based on race, color, religion and
national origin was prohibited by the Elliott-Larsen Civil Rights Act (1968),

The governmental and private industry practices that encouraged segregatad
housing were significantly challenged in 1968. Post-war housing booms had
resulted in a proliferation of suburbs surrounding urban centers throughcut the
country. Suburbanization in the 25 years after World War Il drew Whites cut of
cities into housing markets which vastly increased the value of their financial
investment, while racial minorities — particularly African Americans — were denied
access to all but a handful of the new, suburban housing opportunities. The resuit
was the continuation of a racially divided society marked by segregated hcusing
patterns, where opportunities for housing, economic investment, education and
public services — in short, participation in the American dream — were all limited
by the color of one’s skin.

Title VIl of the U.S. Civil Rights Act of 1968 is commonly referred to as the fFcir
Housing Act. This federal law, as amended by the Housing and Cominunity Develep-
ment Act of 1974 and the 1988 Fair Housing Amendments, prohibits discriminaticn
in the sale, rental, purchase, financing and/or advertising of housing based upon
race, color, religion, sex, national origin, handicap and/or familial status.

The Civil Rights Act of 1866, enacted in the aftermath of the Civil War, provides
additional protection against housing discrimination based upon race. The law
stipulates: “All citizens of the United States shall have the same right, in every Stata
and Territory, as is enjoyed by White citizens thereof to inherit, purchase, lease,
sell, hold and convey real and personal property.”

With its legal decision in the landmark case of Jones v. Mayer, filed in 1965
under the Civil Rights Act of 1866, the U.S. Supreme Court made all discrimination
on the basis of race illegal. There are no exceptions. Such denial of property rights,
according to the court, “herds men into ghettos and makes their ability to buy (or
rent) property turn on the color of their skin... it, too, is a relic of slavery.”

State and local governments have also adopted laws prohibiting housing
discrimination. In 1977, Michigan strengthened the Elliott-Larsen Civil Rights Act
and adopted the Handicappers’ Civil Rights Act, protecting individual rights to equal
housing opportunity without discrimination due to race, color, religion, sex,
national origin, age, marital status, or handicap.

Local fair housing ordinances, some of which provide protections against
discrimination based upon legal source of income, student status or sexual
orientation, have been adopted by many cities in Michigan.
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"~ APPLICATION

What actions are prohibited by fair housing laws?
Fair housing laws provide protection against the following discriminatory housing
practicas if they are based on race, color, religion, sex, national origin, handicap or
familial status:
B Denying or refusing to rent housing;
M Denying or refusing to sell housing;
B Treating comparable applicants for housing differently;
& Treating residents differently in connection with terms and conditions;
R Advertising a discriminatory housing preference or limitation;
W Providing false information about the availability of housing;
™ Refusing to make “reasonable accommodations” for persons with hancicaps;
W Harassing, coercing, or intimidating people from enjoying their fair heusing rights:
W "Blockbusting” for profit; that is, persuading owners to sell or rent honin-g by
telling them that people of a particular race, religion, etc. are meving into the
_ neighborhood;
W Imposing different financing terms for loans for purchasing, con-structing,
improving, repairing, or maintaining a home, or loans secured by housing;
W Denying use of or participation in real estate services, e.g., brokers’ organiza-
tions, multiple listing services, etc.

Who is protected under fair housing laws?

Federal fair housing laws protect residents of the United States against
discrimination based upon their race, color, religion, sex, national origin, handicap
or familial status. The Michigan fair housing law aiso protects persons because of
their age, or marital status.

The federal fair housing act defines farnilial status to mean one or more
individuals under 18 living with either a parent or person having legal custody,
or a person so designated (in writing) by the parent or guardian.

Fair housing laws define handicap as:
R Physical or mental impairment which substantially limits one or more major
life activities;
W Having a record of such an impairment; or
M Being regarded as having such an impairment.
The federal definition of handicap includes: mental illness; AIDS, biindness, hearing
impaimment, mental retardation, mobility impairment, and other conditions.

To whom do the fair housing laws apply?

Laws prohibiting housing discrimination based upon race apply to everyone
who provides housing or related services.

Housing professionals are obligated to comply with fair housing laws.

In general, the federal Fair Housing Act applies to all housing except owner-
occupied 1 to 4 unit dwellings, and housing for older people. Senior citizen
housing is exempt from prohibitions against familial status discrimination when:

M The housing is provided under a state or federal program specifically designed
and operated to assist elderly pecple; or

M The housing is intended for, and solely occupied by, people 62 years old or
older; or

® The housing is intended to be operated for occupancy by at least one person
55 years of age or older in each unit; and

B Has significant facilities and services to meet the physical or social needs of
older people, or, if it is not practicable, the housing is necessary to provide
important housing opportunities for older people;

W 809% of the units are occupied by at least one person 55 years old or older; and

8 The policies and procedures demonstrate the intent to provide housing for
persons 55 years old or older. ’




The Michigan fair housing law éxempts housing developments that are limited
to persons 5O years of age and older from the age discrimination provisions of the
state law. i

Non-delegability
Legal responsibilities under the fair housing laws are non-delegcble. There-

fore, a landiord or owner cannot hand over or delegate liatility resulting from the
discriminatory acts of an agent or employee. Because they are responsible for the
actions of their employees, they are additionally liable for such disciimination.

Effect versus intent
There is no distinction between inadvertent and deliberate housing discrimina-

tion with regard to legal liability. If the actions of a rental professional — owner,
landlord, agent and/or management firm — have the effect or consequence of
discrimination toward a class protected by the law, they are liable under the fair

housing laws.

ENFORCEMENT

Enforcement of federal fair housing laws may be pursued through private litigation
in U.S. District Court. .

The Fair Housing Act gives the U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Deveiop-
ment (HUD) the authority to hold administrative hearings unless one of the parties
alects to have the case heard in U.S. District Court, and to issue subpoenas. The
Administrative Law Judge in these proceedings can issue an order for relief,
including actual damages, injunctive or other equitable relief, and penaities.

The penalties range from up to $10,000, for a first violation, to up to 550,000,
for the third violation and those thereafter. The penalties are paid to the federal
government; damage payments go to the proven victims. The federal act adds
criminal penalties of a $100,000 maximum fine and imprisonment as sanctions
against people who willfully fail to give information and evidence, or who willfully
give false information in a fair housing investigation or proceeding.

State and local fair housing laws establish specific enforcement procedures
through the courts or various administrative commissions. Where discrimination
violates more thari one fair housing law, enforcament is generally most effectively
pursued at the highest level of jurisdiction available.

Private actions, brought in state and federal courts without going through an
administrative process, are allowed under federal and state fair housing laws. Those

* private actions have resulted in awards and settlements for prevailing plaintiffs that

have included: the right of occupancy; financial payments that have, in some
cases, exceeded $500,000; mandatory fair housing training for rental agents and

- owners; and affirmative staps to counteract past discriminatory practices.

COMPLIANCE

Compliance with fair housing laws governing property rental is based upon the
development and implementation of policies and procedures which are consistent,
non-discriminatory, and understood by those who manage or provide rental units.

The development of, and daily adherence to, sound rental management policy
is a key to successful compliance with fair housing laws.

Such palicies should be specific in direction and objective in content, 50 that
they may be applied with consistency in the treatment of prospective applicants,
rental procedures, tenant qualification and selection, financial matters, building -
procedures, and the provision of tenant services. .

Rental management palicies should be collected and maintained in an
easily-accessible form such as a2 manual or a looseleaf binder. The owner, agent,
or management firm should ensure that each person dealing with the public is
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well-versed in such policies, understanding not only the procedure to be followed
but the lines of authority and responsibility which apply. A periodic policy review
should be conducted to update any policy manuals, ensure accuracy, and add or delete
procedures as necassary. :

ADVERTISING

Section 804 of the federal Fair Housing Act states in part “...it shail be unlawfyl to
make, print or publish, or cause to be made, printed or published any notice with
respect to the sale or rental of a dwelling that indicates any preferenca, limitaticn,
or discrimination based upon race, color, religion, sex, handicap, familial status, or
national origin, or any intention to make any such preference, limitation or
discrimination.”

As the federal official named by Congress with the autherity and the respensi-
bility to administer the feceral fair housing law, the Secretary of HUD published, in
1689, fair housing advertising regulations (24CFR Part 109) which provicde sgecific
instructicns for complying with provisions of the above-cited Secticn 804.

All advertising media, advertising agencies and other persons who use
advertising with respect to the salg, rental, or financing of dwellings ara required tc
take care that their words, phrases, symbols and visual aids do not signal a prohit-
ited preference or limitation. Recent court decisions have found that advertisers
who use White hurman models in their ads, to the exclusion of members of other
protected groups, may be in violation of fair housing laws.

All residential real estate advertising should contain the equal housing oppor-
tunity logotype and slogan. The logotype should be sufficiently large or visible to
be noticed and understood.

The logotype should be a clear sign or symbol of welcome to all potentially
qualified buyers or renters regardless of race, color, etc.

Real estate advertising (including rental ads) should not have words that state

- or imply a preference cr limitation with regard to race, color, religicn, handicap,

sex or familial status. Some words are clearly objecticnable. Other words or
phrases are marginal and, depending upon a wider context, convey 3 wrong
signal, particularly to those who have been victims of discrimination in the past.
Advertisers should avoid offensive and marginal expressions.
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. ) The high cost of housing discriminaticn — based on race, or handicag, ¢r any
BENEF'TS other protected characteristic — is one the rental industry can ill afforc. Finar:.cfal
success and profitability are closely linked to a truly ogen housing market —
offering the broadest possible range of choices to both businesses and cansumers,
Practical compliance with fair housing laws, through the develcpment cf clear,
unbiased policies consistently applied in day-to-day operations, can heig to achieve

that goal.
Fair hausing offers concrete benefits to landlerds, agents tenants and the

community at large. They include:

Business/agent benefits

M Protection against costly lawsuits

W Higher business volume through broader customer base

M Reflection of population/growth trends

B Good business practice in clear palicies, knowledgeabie emglcyess

M Professional confidence through education, as familiarity with standard peiicies
and pracedures, including fair housing laws, diminishes feelings of discomnicrt
and a2pprehension when dealing with tenants and prospectivedtenanc_s

Tenant benefits
B Equal access to housing oppertunity
H Cacd service marked by consistency and fairness
2 Resident diversity offers cross-cultural interaction which broadens exzerience,
increases understanding, and promotes tolerance

Community benefits
B Increased economic participation
M Diverse cross-cultural living experience
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Published by the network of Michigan Fair Housing Centers: Fair

Housing Center of Metropofitan Detrait, Fair Housing Center of

Creater gund Rapids, Muskegon Acea Fair Hou;ing Center,

. lackson County Fair Housing Center, Tri-County Fair Housing
treearumrr Center, Fair Housing Center of Washtenaw County.
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UNITED STATES FAIR HOUSING LAWS

The 1866 Civil Rights Act prohibits racial discrimination In housing,

with no exceptions.

Throughout the United States, Title VIl of the U.S. Civil Rights Act of 1968
(Amended 1988) protects each individuai’s right to equal housing opportunity
without discrimination based upon race, color, religion, national origin, sex, .
handicap and/ar familial status. This law is commonly referred to as the Fair

Heousing Act. -

Fair housing laws mean that it is unlawful for virtually any property owner/manager
or company to practice such discrimination in the purchase, rental, sale, lease,

financing or advertising of property.

In 1988 the Congress of the United States amended the feceral Fair Housing Law
to add pf-ohibitions against discrimination based on handicap or presence of
children (family status). It is therefore unlawful to limit housing opportunity
due to an individual’s physical or mental impairment. It is equally unlawful to deny
housing because a family has children younger than 18, except in "housing for
older persons”, as defined by the Fair Housing Amendments Act. This exemption
allows cartain housing complexes where persons 55 and older are concentrated to
exclude families with children. A housing com-munity can qualify as “housing for
older persons” only by satisfying the legal requirements for “62 or over housing”
or “55 or over housing”. .

Saction 804 of the federal fair housing law states in part “...it shall be unlawful to
make, print, or publish....any notice, statement or advertisement with respect to
the sale or rental of a dwelling that indicates any preference, limitation, or discrimi-
nation based on race, color, re!igion, sex, handicap, familial status or national
origin. All advertising media, advertising agencies and all other persons who use
advertising with respect to the sale, rental or financing of dwellings are required to
take care that their words, phrases, symbols and visual aids do not signal a prohib-

ited preference or fimitation.”

The protection afforded by the Fair Housing Act extends across the nation, and
is enforced by private litigation, the U.S. Department of Justice and/or the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development.

Individual states or communities may adopt fair housing laws which equal or
exceed the federal law, but none may afford less protection of an individual’s

right to equal housing opportunity.

Summary of Federal Fair Housing Laws
W U.S. Civil Rights Act of 1968 as amended 1988.
W U.S. Civil Rights Act of 1866.

Protection
Prohibits discrimination based on race, color, religion, sex, handicap, familial status

“and/or national origin.
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'STATE OF MICHIGAN FAIR HOUSING LAWS

Within the State of Michigan, the Elliott-Larsen Clvil Rights Act of 1977

(P.A. 453), and Handicappers Civil Rights Act of 1976 (P.A. 220), as we!l as
federal civil rights laws, protect each individual’s right to equal housing opportunity
without discrimination based upon race, color, religion, sex, national origin,
age, maritai status, handicap, and/or famillal status with few excaptions.

These fair housing laws mean that it is unlawful for virtually any property owner/
manager or company to practice such discrimination in the purchase, rental, sale,
lease financing or advertising of property.

Enforcement of the Michigan fair housing laws may be pursued through private
litigation, and/or the Michigan Department of Civil Rights.

Protection under the state civil rights statutes is monitored by the courts and the
Michigan Civil Rights Commission (MCRC), a body established by the Elliott-Larsen Act.
Its administrative agency, the Michigan Department of Civil Rights (MDCR), is charged
with the on-going responsibility of enforcing fair housing laws through resolution of
discrimination complaints and educating Michigan citizens as to their rights and
responsibilities under the law.

Summary of Michigan Fair Housing Laws
W All federal laws apply.
& Elliott-Larsen Civil Rights Act of 1977.
& Handicapper Civil Rights Act of 1976.

Protection
Prohibits discrimination based upan race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age,
marital status, handicap, and/or familial status.
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FAIR HOUSING RESOURCES

Contact the following agencies to:
H File a complaint of housing discrimination.
M Obtain advice regarding fair housing management practices.
M Answer questions regarding equal opportunity housing provision.
8| Obtain technical assistance in fair housing matters.

FAIR HOUSING CENTER OF
METROPOLITAN DETROIT
Room 1340

1249 Washingten Bivd.
Detroit, M! 48226

(313)963-1274
1-800-328-8071

FAIR HOUSING CENTER OF
CREATER GRAND RAPIDS
Suite 226

1514 Wealthy S.E.

Grand Rapids, Ml 49506

(616)451-2980

JACKSON COUNTY
FAIR HOUSING CENTER
1015 Francis

Jackson, M1 49203

(517) 788-4275

District Offices

MICHICAN DEPARTMENT
OF CIVIL RIGHTS

1200 6th Avenue

Detroit, MI 48226

(313) 256-2578

MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT
OF CIVIL RIGHTS

350 Ottawa NW

Grand Rapids, Ml 49503
(616) 456-7543

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING

& URBAN DEVELOPMENT
1-800-669-9777
TDD 1-800-927-9275

MUSKECON AREA
FAIR HOUSING CENTER
1330 Fifth Street ’
Muskegon, Ml 49441

(616)728-8212°

TRI-COUNTY

FAIR HOUSING CENTER
State Office Bldg., 4th floor
411 E. Genessee '
Saginaw, M! 48607

(517)753-5101.

FAIR HOUSING CENTER OF
WASHTENAW COUNTY
P.O. Box 7825

Ann Arbor, Mt 48107

(313)994-3426

MICHICAN DEPARTMENT
OF CIVIL RIGHTS

© 333 South Capitol

Lansing, Mi 48913
(517) 373-3590
1-§00- 422 -3607
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Sample

Fair Housing Log

Attachment B

Date of
Qccurrence

Type of Issue

Who Raised
Issue/
Concern

Resolution/
Outcome

Comments

5/23/98

Alleged
discrimination
in rental
housing

Prospective
family seeking
rental unit
(Article in
Newspaper)

Family won
litigation -
$100,000

12/1/98

Alleged
homebuyer
discrimination

Single mom
seeking o
purchase new
home.
Persuaded by
realtor not to
write offer as
property was
too much work
for a woman.
(Journal on
Fair Housing,
January 1999
issue.)

Lawsuit Pending

1/25/99

MSHDA Fair
Housing Memo,
dated 1/25/99

Minimum
Requirement,
effective
3/1/99

Grantees will
be monitored
for compliance

Additional
funding
available for
counties
receiving CDBG
housing
allocation for
Fair Housing
activities
exceeding min.
requirements.

S:\Teams\AdminSupport\Libby\Fair Housing Letter.wpd

January 15, 1999
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Attachment €
Registration Form

Use this registration form to receive mailings from the Feir Housing Informction Clecringhouse. To orcer
materials use the order form inside. (Plecse print or type.)

Name:

Title:

Organization:

Address:

City. State, ZIP:

Telephone Number:

Fair Housing Information Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 6091
Rockville, MD 20850

April 1992

Materials and Resources

from the Fair Housing Information Clearinghouse

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development « Office of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity
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The Fair Housing Information Clearinghouse

The Fcir Housing Informction Clecringhouse wcs
crected to promote equal cpportunity in
housing—regardless of race, color, religion, sex.
disability, familial status, or national origin.

Established by the U.S. Department of Housing and
Urcan Development's Office of Fair Housing & EGual
Cpportunity (FH&EQ), the Feir Housing Informction
Clecringhouse serves to further HUD's fair heusing
mission uncer the Fair Housing Act.

A toll-free telephone call puts you in touch with @
reference specialist who can cssist you in identifying
matericls that will further your fair housing werk. The
Clearinghouse maintains an extensive collection of
materidls that can be searched to lecate the specific
guicebocks, manuals, reports. or audiovisual
materials of interest to you.

Another Clearinghouse service is the datcbase of
discrimingtion cases decided by HUD cnd HUD's
Adminstrative Law Judges (AL)). The Al
Deteminations Databcese includes detemingtions of
"probcble ccuse’ and ‘no probable cause” Cs well cs
ALJ decisions. For a fee, a reference specialist will
secrch the database to identify cases of inferest to
you. Copies of relevant case summaries cre incluced
in the fee.

To order materials from the Clearinghouse, complete
the crder form telow and send it, with payment, to
the Fcir Housing Informcticn Clecringhcuse ct the
adcress below. For more information atout
Clecringhouse services, including the AL
Deteminations Database, or to place credit card
orcers call 1-800-343-3442 or TTY/TTD 1-8CC-377-8339
(via Federal Information Relay Service).

Testing for Disciimination in Mortgage Lending

Order Form
Tifle - Price Quenfity Totcl
Falr Housing Amencments Act of 1988—A Selected Resource Guice. 1991 $4 S
Civ Rights Data on HUD Program Appilcants and Beneficiares. 1990 §$4 - S
The State of Fair Housing: Report fo the Congress, 1990 $4 - S _ .
National Media Campaign Materals
Video Publilc Service Announcements
English $12 — S
Spanish $12 — S
Audlo Public Service Announcements
English $5 - $
: Spanish $5S I S
Poster} . . N
. NEAgish $T1° 7 S s
Spanish ! $1 —_— S
Fair Housing Amendments Act of 1988 $4 — S
Federal Register: Final Rule on Implementation of the Falr Housing v
Amendments Act, 1988 $4 - S
Federal Register: Final Rule on HUD Accessibility Gudelines $4 R S
Tralning Materals
Section 504 $25 - S___
$13 S

Free Brochures (single coples free with paid ordexs)
“ Fak s Your Right (specify English or Soanih) .
-r it You Can Open This Door . . . (specify English or Spanish)
The Substantial Equivalency Certification Process: Overview

TOTAL DUE $

Please mail this form with

Method of Payment:
A Check or money order (payable to FHIC and enclosed) payment to:

A MasterCard A VISA No:

Signature: Exp. Date: FHIC

Name: _ P.O. Box 6091
Organzation: Rockville, MD 20850
Street: !

City: State: il

Pnone Number: ( ) ALL ORDERS MUST 8¢ PREPAID |




